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ASCS  PROGRAMS  ADMINISTERED  BY  COUNTY  COMMITTEES 
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ASCS  PROGRAMS  ADMINISTERED  BY  COUNTY  COMMITTEES 
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1/  Counties  serviced  by  Fallon  ASCS  Office 
2/  Counties  serviced  by  Las  Vegas  ASCS  Office 
3/  Counties  serviced  by  Elko  ASCS  Office 

4/  Counties  serviced  by  Winnemucca  ASCS  Office 
5/  Counties  serviced  by  Yerington  ASCS  Office 


ELIGIBLE  VOTERS  AND  VOTES  CAST 


NEVADA 


COUNTY 

NO. 

ELIGIBLE 

VOTERS 

NO. 

VOTES 

CAST 

PERCENT 

VOTED 

CHURCHILL 

857 

375 

44 

CLARK 

337 

125 

37 

DOUGLAS 

197 

96 

49 

ELKO 

361 

142 

39 

ESMERALDA 

80 

44 

55 

EUREKA 

140 

87 

62 

HUMBOLDT 

332 

164 

49 

LANDER 

105 

53 

47 

LINCOLN 

275 

114 

41 

LYON 

599 

234 

39 

MINERAL 

144 

60 

42 

NYE 

188 

65 

35 

PERSHING 

206 

112 

54 

STOREY 

24 

19 

79 

WASHOE 

347 

121 

34 

WHITE  PINE 

200 

97 

48 

CARSON  CITY 

40 

20 

50 

TOTAL 

4.432 

1.928 

43 

ELIGIBLE  VOTERS  AND  VOTES  CAST 
CALIFORNIA 


COUNTY 

NO. 

ELIGIBLE 

VOTERS 

NO. 

VOTES 

CAST 

PERCENT 

VOTED 

ALPINE 

30 

17 

60 

INYO 

125 

70 

56 

MONO 

127 

61 

49 

TOTAL 

282 

148 

52 

(4) 


AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 


C5) 


1975  ACP  SUMMARY 


County 

No . of 

Participants 

Cost-Shares 
Earned  1/ 

Transfer 
To  SCS  2/ 

Small  Pymt 
Increase  3/ 

Total 

Assistance 

Churchill 

45 

$ 75,651 

$ 8,732 

$ 28 

$ 84,411 

Clark 

42 

59,940 

2,847 

62,787 

Douglas 

20 

41,089 

1,952 

25 

43,066 

Elko 

42 

69,846 

3,318 

25 

73,189 

Esmeralda 

1 

2,500 

119 

2,619 

Eureka 

16 

26,516 

1,260 

27,776 

Humboldt 

31 

56,192 

2,669 

58,861 

Lander 

9 

17,310 

822 

14 

18,146 

Lincoln 

23 

42,267 

2,008 

44,275 

Lyon 

81 

116,644 

6,877 

280 

123,801 

Mineral 

5 

5,730 

5,730 

Nye 

8 

17,051 

810 

17,861 

Pershing 

23 

30,551 

1,571 

32,122 

Storey 

56 

56 

Washoe 

14 

28,380 

1,878 

30,258 

White  Pine 

20 

40,890 

1,942 

42,832 

Carson 

2 

2,160 

103 

2,263 

STATE  TOTAL 

382 

$632,717 

$36,964 

$372 

$670,053 

1/  Cost-shares  earned  includes  the  amount  earned  by  producers  under 
the  annual  and  long-term  provisions  of  the  program.  It  does  not 
include  $91,519  obligated  for  future  years  under  long-term  agree- 
ments . 

2/  The  Soil  Conservation  Service  provides  assistance  for  practices 
which  are  technical  in  nature  or  require  engineering  assistance. 

The  amount  shown  was  transferred  to  SCS  for  this  assistance. 

3/  By  law,  cost-share  earnings  of  less  than  $200  are  increased.  These 
are  called  small  payment  increases. 


(6) 


POOLING  AGREEMENTS 


The  1975  programs  provided  cost-sharing  assistance  to  pro- 
ducers through  pooling  agreements.  Under  a pooling  agree- 
ment, several  producers  may  join  together  to  perform  prac- 
tices which  will  solve  a mutual  conservation  or  pollution 
problem  involving  their  farms.  To  be  a valid  pooling  agree- 
ment, there  must  be  a substantial  pooling  of  resources, 
efforts  or  other  contributions,  by  two  or  more  producers 
on  two  or  more  farms. 

The  Nevada  State  ASC  Committee  strongly  encourgaes  the  use 
of  pooling  agreements.  Generally,  pooling  agreements  solve 
community-wide  problems  and  greatly  benefit  the  general 
public.  The  following  is  a summary  of  pooling  agreement 
activity  in  Nevada. 


SUMMARY  OF  POOLING  AGREEMENTS 


County 

No . of 
Agreements 

No.  of  Farms 
Participating 

Cost-Share 

Assistance 

Clark 

2 

29 

$ 35,000 

Douglas 

5 

13 

33,834 

Elko 

1 

4 

2,282 

Lincoln 

1 

10 

12,000 

Lyon 

4 

43 

36,700 

STATE  TOTAL 

13 

99 

$119,816 

(7) 


LONG  TERM  AGREEMENTS 


The  1975  ACP  continued  the  concept  in  conservation  cost-sharing 
which  was  initiated  under  the  1974  Rural  Environmental  Conser- 
vation Program--that  of  long  term  conservation  contracting. 

Under  this  provision,  a producer  could  execute  a long  term  agree- 
ment with  ASCS  to  perform  approved  practices  over  a period  of 
not  less  than  three  years  nor  more  than  ten  years.  With  the 
approval  of  the  long  term  agreement,  the  producer  was  guaranteed 
of  receiving  cost-sharing  assistance  for  the  eligible  conser- 
vation measures  he  installed  during  the  agreement  period. 

To  qualify  for  a long  term  contract,  the  producer  had  to  agree 
to  carry  out  all  conservation  work  outlined  in  a conservation 
plan  for  his  farm  or  ranch.  Thus,  the  farmer  is  assured  the 
practices  he  performs  will  compliment  each  other  and  the  fin- 
ished product  will  be  a good  conservation  farm. 

The  following  is  a summary  of  long  term  agreement  activity. 


SUMMARY  OF  LTA ' S 


County 

Total 
No;  of 
Agreements 

No.  Producers 
Earning  1975 
C/S  Payments 

C/S  Payments 
Earned  1975 

Total  Amount 
Committed 
For  Future  Yrs . 

Churchill 

10 

9 

$21,651 

$66,124 

Lyon 

3 

3 

5,380 

18,620 

Pershing 

1 

1 

2,203 

175 

Washoe 

1 

1 

1,650 

6,600 

STATE  TOTAL 

15 

14 

$30,884 

$91,519 

(8) 


SPECIAL  PROJECTS 


The  1975  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  provides  for  the 
development  of  special  projects  to  encourage  the  performance 
of  needed  conservation  and  pollution  abatement  measures.  Under 
the  special  project  concept,  deviation  from  regular  program 
provisions  such  as  increased  cost-share  rates  or  development 
of  new  practices  is  permitted  to  encourage  farmers  to  carry 
out  the  needed  work.  Other  Federal,  State  and  local  agencies 
and  organizations  are  also  encouraged  to  join  with  the  far- 
mers and  ASCS.  Through  special  projects,  emphasis  is  placed 
on  solving  community-wide  conservation  problems  which  provide 
greater  public  benefits. 

The  State  committee  reserved  a portion  of  the  program  allo- 
cations which  were  allocated  to  counties  for  the  following 
special  projects: 


SUMMARY  OF  SPECIAL  PROJECTS 


County 

Type  of  Project 

No. 

Participants 

Total 

Assistance 

Acres 

Served 

Clark 

Irrigation  Drainage 

10 

$25,000 

400 

Douglas 

Irrigation  Water  Control 
Structures 

4 

31,000 

398 

Elko 

Noxious  Weed  Control 

4 

2,282 

4,000 

Lyon 

Irrigation  Ditch  Lining 

16 

27,470 

3,840 

Washoe 

Range  Improvement 

3 

6,618 

472 

STATE  TOTAL 

37 

$92,370 

9,110 

(9) 


REORGANIZING  IRRIGATION  SYSTEMS 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Churchill 

44 

1,600 

$ 75,651 

$47.28 

Clark 

42 

1,365 

59,940 

43.91 

Douglas 

20 

1,958 

41,089 

21.50 

Elko 

11 

640 

12,229 

19.11 

Esmeralda 

1 

50 

2,500 

50.00 

Eureka 

12 

917 

20,871 

22.76 

Humboldt 

25 

4,122 

54,042 

13.11 

Lander 

4 

561 

9,560 

17.04 

Lincoln 

13 

855 

27,867 

32.59 

Lyon 

63 

8,011 

112,394 

14.03 

Mineral 

5 

220 

5,640 

25.64 

Nye 

7 

450 

15,828 

35.17 

Pershing 

18 

1,396 

26,739 

19.15 

Washoe 

8 

1,018 

15,850 

15.57 

White  Pine 

15 

646 

32,132 

49.74 

Carson 

1 

60 

1,810 

30.17 

STATE  TOTAL 

289 

23,869 

$514,142 

$21.54 

IMPROVING  PERMANENT  COVER 


County 

No.  of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Elko 

17 

4,435 

$23,130 

$'5.22 

Eureka 

3 

400 

3,200 

8.00 

Humboldt 

4 

720 

1,300 

1.80 

Lander 

3 

4,640 

5,950 

1.28 

Lincoln 

11 

1,470 

14,400 

9.80 

Mineral 

1 

10 

90 

9.00 

Nye 

1 

160 

1,223 

7.64 

Washoe 

5 

682 

9,930 

14.56 

White  Pine 

2 

240 

2,838 

11.83 

STATE  TOTAL 

47 

12,757 

$62,061 

$ 4.86 

(10) 


ESTABLISHING  DESIREABLE  COVER 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre 

Elko 

7 

3,200 

$ 9,701 

$ 3.03 

Eureka 

2 

220 

2,445 

11.11 

Humboldt 

2 

115 

850 

7.39 

Lander 

4 

220 

1,800 

7.50 

Washoe 

1 

5 

100 

20.00 

White  Pine 

4 

688 

5,920 

8.60 

Carson  City 

1 

32 

350 

10.94 

STATE  TOTAL 

21 

4,480 

$21,166 

$4.72 

STREAMBANK  PROTECTION 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Elko 

8 

695 

$13,694 

$19.70 

Lyon 

18 

250 

4,250 

17.00 

STATE  TOTAL 

26 

945 

$17,944 

$18.99 

WATER  RESERVOIRS 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Elko 

2 

160 

$4,000 

$25.00 

Washoe 

1 

160 

2,500 

15.63 

STATE  TOTAL 

3 

320 

$6,500 

$20.31 

(ID 


EROSION  CONTROL  STRUCTURES 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Elko 

2 

165 

$4,000 

$24.24 

STATE  TOTAL 

2 

165 

$4,000 

$24.24 

NOXIOUS  WEED  CONTROL 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Elko 

7 

525 

$3,092 

$5.98 

Pershing 

3 

143 

862 

6.03 

STATE  TOTAL 

10 

668 

$3,954 

$4.92 

UNDERGROUND  WATER  CONTROL  BARRIERS 


County 

No . of 
Farms 

Acres 

Served 

Cost-Shares 

Rate  Per 
Acre  Served 

Pershing 

2 

56 

$2,950 

$52.68 

STATE  TOTAL 

2 

56 

$2,950 

$52.68 

(12) 


STATE  SUMMARY  OF  PRACTICES 


Participating  farms 


382 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost 

Cost-Shares  $632 , 717  Services  $36 , 964  Increase  $372  Assistance  $670,053 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Fed . 

Cost- 

Share 

Cost- 
Share 
Per  Unit 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

289 

23,869 

$514,142 

$21.54 

81.26% 

Improving  Cover 

47 

12,757 

62,061 

4.86 

9.81% 

Establishing  Cover 

21 

4,480 

21,166 

4.72 

3.35% 

Stream  Protection 

26 

945 

17,944 

18.99 

2.84% 

Water  Reservoirs 

3 

320 

6,500 

20.31 

1.03% 

Erosion  Control 
Structures 

2 

165 

4,000 

14.24 

0.63% 

Noxious  Weed  Control 

10 

668 

3,954 

5.92 

0.62% 

Underground  Barriers 

2 

56 

2,950 

52.68 

0.46% 

(13) 


CHURCHILL  COUNTY 


Participating  farms  45 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost 

Cost-Shares  $75 , 651  Services  $8,732  Increase  $28  Assistance  $84,411 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

44 

1,600 

$75,651 

100.00% 

CLARK  COUNTY 

Participating  farms 

42 

Cost-Shares  $59,940 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services  $2, 

Small  Cost 

847  Increase  -0-  Assistance  $62,787 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 


42 


1,365 


$59,940 


100.00% 


DOUGLAS  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


20 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $41,089  Services  $1,952  Increase  $2_5  Assistance  $43,066 


No.  of 

Extent 

Federal 

Percent 
of  Total 

Practice 

Approvals 

(Acres ) 

Cost-Share 

Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

20 

1,958 

$41,089 

100.00% 

ELKO  COUNTY 

Participating  farms 

42 

Cost-Shares  $69,846 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services  $3, 

Small  Cost  Total 

318  Increase  $25  Assistance  $73,189 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Improving  Cover 

17 

4,435 

$23,130 

33.12% 

Stream  Bank  Protection  8 

695 

13,694 

19.60% 

Irrigation  Systems 

11 

640 

12,229 

17.51% 

Establishing  Cover 

7 

3,200 

9,701 

13.88% 

Water  Reservoirs 

2 

160 

4,000 

5.73% 

Erosion  Control 
Structure 

4 

2 

165 

4,000 

5.73% 

Noxious  Weed  Control 

7 

525 

3,092 

4.43% 

(15) 


ESMERALDA  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


1 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 


Cost-Shares  $2,500 

Services  $119 

Increase 

$ -0-  Assistance  $2,619 

Practice 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

1 

40 

$2,500 

100.00% 

Participating  farms 
Cost-Shares  $26,516 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services 

EUREKA  COUNTY 

Small  Cost 

$1,260  Increase  $ -0- 

16 

Total 

Assistance  $27,776 

Percent 

No . of 

Extent 

Federal 

of  Total 

Practice 

Approvals 

(Acres ) 

Cost-Share 

Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

12 

917 

$20,871 

78.71% 

Improving  Cover 

3 

400 

3,200 

12.07% 

Establishing  Cover 

2 

220 

2,445 

9.22% 

(16) 


HUMBOLDT  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


31 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $56 , 192  Services  $2,669  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $58,861 


Practice 

No.  of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

25 

4,122 

$54,042 

96.18% 

Improving  Cover 

4 

5,720 

1,300 

2.31% 

Establishing  Cover 

2 

115 

850 

1.51% 

LANDER  COUNTY 

Participating  farms  9 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $17,310  Services  $822  Increase  $14_  Assistance  $18 , 146 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

4 

561 

$9,560 

55.23% 

Improving  Cover 

3 

4,640 

5,950 

34.37% 

Establishing  Cover 

4 

240 

1,800 

10.40% 

(17) 


LINCOLN  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


23 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $42 , 267  Services  $2,008  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $44,275 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

13 

855 

$27,867 

65.93% 

Improving  Cover 

11 

470 

14,400 

34.07% 

LYON  COUNTY 

Participating  farms 

81 

Cost-Shares  $116,466 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services 

$6, 

Small  Cost  Total 

877  Increase  $280  Assistance  $123,801 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

63 

18,011 

$112,394 

96.36% 

Stream  Bank  Protection  18 

250 

4,250 

3.64% 

(18) 


MINERAL  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


5 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $5 , 730  Services  $ -0-  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $ 5 y 7 3 0 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

5 , 

120 

$5,640 

98.43% 

Improving  Cover 

1 

10 

90 

1.57% 

NYE 

COUNTY 

Participating  farms 

8 

Cost-Shares  $17,051 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services  $810 

Small  Cost  Total 

Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $17,861 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Percent 

Federal  of  Total 

Cost-Share  Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

7 

450 

$15,828 

92.83% 

Improving  Cover 

1 

160 

1,223 

7.17% 

(19) 


PERSHING  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


23 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $30 , 551  Services  $1,571  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $32,122 


[ 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

18 

1,396 

$26,739 

87.52% 

Underground  Barriers 

2 

56 

2,950 

9.66% 

Noxious  Weed  Control 

3 

43 

862 

2.82% 

STOREY  COUNTY 

Participating 

farms 

0 

Cost-Shares  $ 

Funds  For 
Technical 

-0-  Services  $56 

Small  Cost 
Increase 

Total 

$ -0-  Assistance  $56 

Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Percent 

Federal  of  Total 

Cost-Share  Cost-Shares 

(No  Completed  Practices  In  1975) 


(20) 


WASHOE  COUNTY 


Participating  farms 


14 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $23 , 380  Services  $1 , 878  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $30,258 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 
(Acres ) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

8 

1,018 

$15,850 

% 

Improving  Cover 

5 

682 

9,930 

% 

Establishing  Cover 

1 

5 

200 

% 

Water  Reservoirs 

1 

160 

2,500 

% 

Participating  farms 
Cost-Shares  $40,890 

WHITE 

Funds  For 
Technical 
Services  $1, 

PINE  COUNTY 

Small  Cost 

942  Increase  $ -0- 

20 

Total 

Assistance  $42,832 

No . of 

Extent 

Federal 

Percent 
of  Total 

Practice 

Approvals 

(Acres) 

Cost-Share 

Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

15 

646 

$32,132 

78.59% 

Establishing  Cover 

4 

688 

5,920 

14.48% 

Improving  Cover 

2 

240 

2,838 

6.93% 

(21) 


CARSON  CITY 


Participating  farms 


2 


Funds  For 

Technical  Small  Cost  Total 

Cost-Shares  $2,160  Services  $103  Increase  $ -0-  Assistance  $2,263 


Practice 

No . of 
Approvals 

Extent 

(Acres) 

Federal 

Cost-Share 

Percent 
of  Total 
Cost-Shares 

Irrigation  Systems 

1 

20 

$1,810 

83.80% 

Establishing  Cover 

1 

32 

350 

16.20% 

(22) 


WHEAL  FEED  GRAIN,  AND  COTTON  PROGRAMS 


(23) 


SUMMARY  OF  1975  WHEAT,  FEED  GRAIN  AND  COTTON 
FARMS , ALLOTMENT  ACREAGE  AND  DISASTER  PAYMENTS 
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PRICE  SUPPORT  PROGRAMS 


WOOL  PAYMENTS 
LOANS 


(25) 


1974  SHORN  WOOL  PAYMENTS  MADE  IN  CALENDAR  YEAR  1975 


County  : 

Producers 

Earning 

Payments 

: Pounds  of 
:Wool  Sold 

: Net 

: Sales 
: Proceeds 

: Incentive 
: Payment 

: Promotion 
: Fund 

:Deduction 

: Net 

: Producer 
: Payments 

Churchill 

12 

3,218 

$ 1,028 

$ 224 

$ 48 

$ 176 

Clark 

1 

529 

397 

87 

8 

79 

Douglas 

5 

68,080 

42,130 

9,184 

1,021 

8,163 

Elko 

17 

289,014 

183,757 

40,059 

4,335 

35,724 

Eureka 

1 

272 

128 

28 

4 

24 

Humboldt 

5 

22,707 

14,084 

3,070 

341 

2,729 

Lander 

4 

37,064 

26,348 

5,744 

556 

5,188 

Lincoln 

2 

777 

464 

101 

12 

89 

Lyon 

6 

1,580 

566 

123 

24 

99 

Mineral 

2 

501 

273 

59 

8 

51 

Nye 

1 

411 

251 

54 

6 

48 

Pershing 

4 

28,144 

17,459 

3,806 

422 

3,384 

Washoe 

4 

3,570 

1,503 

328 

54 

274 

White  Pine 

11 

417,330 

281,723 

61,416 

6,260 

55,156 

Carson  City 

1 

574 

199 

43 

9 

34 

STATE  TOTAL 

76 

873,771 

$570,310 

$124,326 

$13,108 

$111,218 

(26) 


1974  UNSHORN  LAMB  PAYMENTS  MADE  IN  CALENDAR  YEAR  1975 


County 

: Producers 
: Earning 
: payments 

: No.  of 
: Lambs 
: Sold 

: Weight  of : 
: Lambs  : 

: Sold  : 

Incentive 

Payment 

: Promotion 
: Fund 

: Deduction 

: Net 

: Producers 
: Payments 

Churchill 

4 

125 

14f 053 

$ 72 

$ 11 

$ 61 

Douglas 

7 

5,433 

475,754 

2,474 

357 

2,117 

Elko 

10 

27,309 

2,436,275 

12,668 

1,827 

10,841 

Humboldt 

1 

1,319 

103,895 

540 

78 

462 

Lander 

2 

3,330 

284,170 

1,478 

213 

1,265 

Lyon 

9 

6,410 

547,762 

2,848 

411 

2,437 

Mineral 

1 

3 

265 

1 

0 

1 

Pershing 

3 

1,944 

161,025 

837 

121 

716 

Washoe 

1 

44 

3,980 

21 

3 

18 

White  Pine 

9 

14,995 

1,180,236 

6,137 

885 

5,252 

Carson  City 

3 

1,437 

145,725 

758 

109 

649 

STATE  TOTAL 

50 

62,349 

5,353,140 

$27,834 

$4,015 

$23,819 

3 


(27) 


1975  FARM  STORAGE  FACILITY  LOANS 


New 

in 

Loans 
1974  ' 

Loans  Outstanding 
January  1,  1975 

Amount 

Repaid 

Loans  Outstanding 
December  31,  1975 

County 

No. 

Amount 

No. 

Amount 

in  1975 

No. 

Amount 

Humboldt 

2 

$12,446 

2 

$2,204 

$1,702 

3 

$12,948 

Lander 

1 

5,708 

1 

5,708 

Total 

2 

$12,446 

3 

$7,912 

$1,702 

4 

$18,656 

1975  COMMODITY  LOANS 


1975  CROP  WHEAT  LOANS  MADE 


County 

No. 

of  Loans 

Quantity 
Under  Loan 

Amount 
of  Loans 

Quantity 

Redeemed 

Amount 

Repaid 

Eureka 

1 

3,433  Bu . 

$ 4,600 

3,433  Bu 

$ 4,600 

Humboldt 

1 

9,000  Bu . 

11,880 

9,000  Bu 

11,880 

STATE  TOTAL 

2 

12,433  Bu. 

$16,480 

12,433  Bu 

$16,480 

1975 

i CROP  BARLEY 

LOANS  MADE 

County 

No. 

of  Loans 

Quantity 
Under  Loan 

Amount 
of  Loans 

Quantity 

Redeemed 

Amount 

Repaid 

Humboldt 

1 

2,700  Bu. 

$2,916 

2,700  Bu . 

$2,916 

1974  CROP 

COTTON  LOANS 

REPAID 

IN  1975 

County 

No. 

of  Loans 

Quantity 
Under  Loan 

Amount 
of  Loans 

Quantity 

Redeemed 

Amount 

Repaid 

Nye 

13 

1,844  Bis 

$258,891 

1,844  Bis 

$258,891 

(28) 


LIVESTOCK  FEED  PROGRAM 


A major  activity  in  1975  in  the  Elko,  Las  Vegas  and  Winnemucca 
ASCS  offices  was  that  of  closing  out  the  Livestock  Feed 
program.  A Livestock  Feed  Program  was  approved  for  Clark, 
Elko,  Eureka,  Lander,  Lincoln,  Nye,  and  White  Pine  Counties 
in  September  1974.  The  counties  were  declared  disaster  areas 
by  the  Governor  of  Nevada  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
because  of  severe  drought  conditions  during  the  spring 
and  summer  of  1974.  The  program  was  initiated  in  September 
1974  and  remained  in  effect  through  May  31,  1975.  Producers 
will  be  given  until  June  30,  1975  to  feed  up  grain  pur- 
chased under  the  program.  The  CCC  grain  was  delivered  at 
Federal  expense  to  several  points  in  each  county.  Producers 
were  responsible  for  delivery  of  the  grain  from  these 
points  to  their  ranches  and  for  the  processing  of  the  grain. 
The  following  is  a summary  of  all  program  activities. 

The  CCC-owned  grain  was  sold  to  eligible  producers  at  the 
county  loan  rate  for  the  grain.  In  Nevada  this  amounted 
to  $44. 40/ton  for  oats  and  $35. 80/ton  for  milo — the  only 
two  grains  available. 


County 

No.  of 

Applications 

No.  of 
Animals  For 
Which  Grain 
Requested 

Tons  of 

Grain  Purchased 

Amount 

Paid  For 

Filed 

Approved 

Milo 

Oats 

Milo 

Oats 

Clark 

12 

8 

2,078 

124 

699 

$ 4,439 

$ 31,040 

Elko 

111 

92 

88,352 

352 

6,533 

13,288 

282,307 

Eureka 

12 

11 

13,374 

0 

1,632 

0 

72,456 

Lander 

8 

8 

11,109 

0 

438 

0 

21,047 

Lincoln 

53 

47 

13,977 

522 

649 

18,671 

28,816 

Nye 

26 

20 

10,386 

46 

737 

1,659 

32,704 

White  Pine 

48 

46 

73,267 

1,335 

3,486 

49,961 

154,791 

STATE  TOTAL 

270 

232 

212,543 

2,379 

14,174 

?88 , 018 

$623,161 

r 


(29) 


BEEKEEPER  INDEMNITY  PAYMENT  PROGRAM 


Under  Public  Law  91-524,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  to  make  indemnity  payments  to  beekeepers  who, 
through  no  fault  of  their  own,  have  suffered  losses  of 
honeybees  as  the  result  of  use  of  pesticides  near  the 
property  on  which  his  beehives  were  located. 

To  qualify  for  indemnity  payments,  a beekeeper  must  report 
the  number  and  locations  of  his  apiaries  to  the  county 
office  by  July  15  each  year.  If  apiaries  are  moved,  amended 
reports  must  be  submitted. 

Beekeepers  are  required  to  report  expected  losses  due  to 
pesticides  within  three  days  from  the  date  the  loss  is 
discovered.  Damaged  apiaries  must  be  inspected  within 
fourteen  days  after  the  damage  is  noted.  Beekeepers  must 
file  applications  with  the  ASCS  office  serving  the  county 
where  their  headquarters  are  located  by  April  1 of  the 
year  following  the  year  of  the  loss. 

Activity  under  the  Beekeeper  Indemnity  Payment  Program  in 
Nevada  in  1975  was  minimal.  Two  applications  were  filed, 
approved  and  paid:  One  in  Churchill  County  for  bee  losses 

during  1974  and  one  in  Washoe  County  for  losses  during  1975. 
Total  amount  paid  under  both  applications  totaled  $4328. 


(30) 
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